REMARKS 

By this amendment, claims 16, 19, 20, 27, and 28 have been amended. This amendment is 
made to even more clearly recite the claimed invention, does not add prohibited new matter and is 
folly supported by the specification. Reconsideration and withdrawal of the rejections set forth in 
the outstanding Office Action are respectfully requested in view of the following remarks. 

Rejections under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) 

The Office Action rejects claims 16, 19, 20, 27, and 30 under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Brown et al. (U.S. Patent No. 5,761,083, hereinafter "BROWN") in view of Li 
et al. (U.S. Patent Application Publication No. 2002/0079639, hereinafter "LI"), Naotaka (JP 2002- 
183258, hereinafter "NAOTAKA"), and Soh (U.S. Patent Application Publication No. 
2002/01 15435, hereinafter "SOH"). 

The Office Action also rejects claims 17 and 18 under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over BROWN, LI, NAOTAKA, SOH, and in further view of Kikuchi et al. (U.S. 
Patent Application Publication No. 2002/0070438, hereinafter "KIKUCHI"). Lastly, the Office 
Action rejects claims 21, 22, and 28 under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
BROWN, LI, and further in view of Kline et al. (U.S. Patent No. 6,241,156, hereinafter "KLINE"). 
Applicants respectfully traverse the grounds for these rejections. 

Initially, Applicants note that the Examiner relies upon BROWN to disclose a plurality of 
air conditioners and the claimed central controller. In particular, the Office Action asserts that 
BROWN teaches "automatically scheduling] control signals so that time intervals between 
operation of the air conditioner can be adjusted to manage electric power consumption" (see page 2 
of the outstanding Office Action). However, the cited section of BROWN only teaches turning off 
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certain appliances for "selected times" (e.g., predetermined duration of time, such as fifteen 
minutes) or turning off an appliance for "alternate ten minute increments over a defined period" 
(see BROWN, col. 4, lines 49-53). Thus, the system in BROWN does not disclose "automatically 
scheduling] control signals corresponding to the control command so that start times for 
operation of each of the plurality of air conditioners can be adjusted to manage electric power 
consumption," as recited in the claims. Rather, BROWN merely includes a means for turning 
appliances off for short time increments. 

In particular, the claims recite "wherein the central controller estimates a total amount of 
electric power consumed by the plurality of air conditioners; and based upon whether the total 
amount of electric power exceeds a predetermined value, the central controller adjusts an operation 
schedule of each of the plurality of air conditioners enabling the start times of each of the plurality 
of air conditioners to differ according to a delay time" (using claim 16 as a non-limiting example). 

Yet, there is nothing in BROWN that that teaches estimating the total amount of electric 
power consumed by the plurality of air conditioners, let alone "adjusting] an operation schedule of 
each of the plurality of air conditioners enabling start times of each of the plurality of air 
conditioners to differ according to a delay time" based on the total power consumption (as recited 
in the claims). Because the Office Action relies upon the other publications (LI, NAOTAKA, 
SOH, KIKUCHI, and KLINE) to disclose monitor, display, and network features, recited in the 
claims, Applicants submit that the other cited publications do not cure the aforementioned 
deficiencies of BROWN. For at least these reasons, Applicants submit that BROWN, LI, 
NAOTAKA, SOH, KIKUCHI, and KLINE (alone or in any proper combination) fail to disclose, 
suggest, or render obvious all of the elements of the claimed invention, and respectfully request 
withdrawal of the outstanding rejections. 
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Lastly, dependent claims 17-22, 28, and 30 are submitted to recite further patentable 
subject matter of the invention and, therefore, are also submitted to be allowable over the prior art 
of record. As such, allowance of the dependent claims is deemed proper for at least the same 
reasons noted above for the independent claims, in addition to reasons related to their own 
recitations. Accordingly, Applicant respectfully requests reconsideration of the outstanding 
rejections and an indication of the allowability of all of the claims in the present application. 
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CONCLUSION 

In view of the foregoing, it is submitted that the Examiner's rejections should be 
withdrawn. Entry and consideration of the present amendment, reconsideration of the 
outstanding Office Action, and allowance of the present application and all of the pending claims 
therein are respectfully requested are now believed to be appropriate. 

Although it is within the discretion of the Examiner to enter amendments made after a 
Final Office Action, Applicants submit that the amendments do not raise new issues, and should 
not necessitate a new search, as the claim amendments merely clarify that which was argued in 
the last filed response. Therefore, Applicants respectfully request that the Examiner enter the 
present response. Applicants have made a sincere effort to place the present invention in 
condition for allowance and believe that they have now done so. 

Applicants note that this amendment is being made to advance prosecution of the 
application to allowance, and should not be considered as surrendering equivalents of the 
territory between the claims prior to the present amendment and the amended claims. Further, 
no acquiescence as to the propriety of the Examiner's rejections is made by the present 
amendment. All other amendments to the claims which have been made in this amendment, and 
which have not been specifically noted to overcome a rejection based upon the prior art, should 
be considered to have been made for a purpose unrelated to patentability, and no estoppel should 
be deemed to attach thereto. 
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If the Examiner has any questions or comments regarding this response, or the present 
application, the Examiner is invited to contact the undersigned at the below-listed telephone 



August 28, 2008 

GREENBLUM & BERNSTEIN, P.L.C. 
1950 Roland Clarke Place 
Reston, VA 20191 
(703)716-1191 



number. 




Respectfully Submitted, 
Sang Chul YOON et al. 
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